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„ The MAILING DA TE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address ~ 
Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

• If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )I3 Responsive to communication(s) filed on 18 April 2003 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)S This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quay/e, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) S Claim(s) 1^9 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) IE Claim(s) 1^9 is/are rejected. 

7) S Claim(s) 8 is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) M The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) 13 The drawing(s) filed on 26 February 2002 is/are: a)D accepted or b)C3 objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 185(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

1 1) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)D All b)D Some * c)D None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2.D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 



3.D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 



Attachment(s) 

1 ) Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 

2) EH Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 

3) O Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449 or PTO/SB/08) 

Paper No(s)/Mail Date . 



4) 0 Interview Summary (PTO-4 13) 

Paper No(s)/Mail Date. . 

5) □ Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-1 52) 

6) □ Other: . 



U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 
PTOL-326 (Rev. 1-04) 
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DETAILED ACTION 



Information Disclosure Statement 



1 . The information disclosure statement filed April 1 8, 2003 fails to comply with 37 
CFR 1 .98(a)(2), which requires a legible copy of each U.S. and foreign patent; each 
publication or that portion which caused it to be listed; and all other information or that 
portion which caused it to be listed. It has been placed in the application file, but the 
information referred to therein has not been considered. 

2. The information disclosure statement filed April 1 8, 2003 fails to comply with 37 
CFR 1 .98(a)(1), which requires a list of all patents, publications, or other information 
submitted for consideration by the Office. It has been placed in the application file, but 
the information referred to therein has not been considered. 

3. The information disclosure statement filed on April 18, 2003 does not fully comply 
with the requirements of 37 CFR 1 .98 because: it fails to include a legible copy of each 
reference and a list of all references. Since the submission appears to be bona fide, 
applicant is given ONE (1) MONTH from the date of this notice to supply the above 
mentioned omissions or corrections in the information disclosure statement. NO 
EXTENSION OF THIS TIME LIMIT MAY BE GRANTED UNDER EITHER 37 

CFR 1 .1 36(a) OR (b). Failure to timely comply with this notice will result in the above 
mentioned information disclosure statement being placed in the application file with the 
noncomplying information not being considered. See 37 CFR 1 .97(i). 

4. The listing of references in the specification is not a proper information disclosure 
statement {see, e.g., page 1 , line 1 9). 37 CFR 1 .98(b) requires a list of all patents, 
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publications, or other information submitted for consideration by the Office, and MPEP 
§ 609 A(1) states, "the list may not be incorporated into the specification but must be 
submitted in a separate paper." Therefore, unless the references have been cited by 
the examiner on form PTO-892, they have not been considered. 



Drawings 

5. The drawings were received on February 26, 2002. These drawings are not 
acceptable because there is no information in the top margins as "Replacement Sheet". 



INFORMATION ON HOW TO EFFECT DRAWING CHANGES 



Replacement Drawing Sheets 

Drawing changes must be made by presenting replacement figures which incorporate 
the desired changes and which comply with 37 CFR 1 .84. An explanation of the 
changes made must be presented either in the drawing amendments, or remarks, 
section of the amendment. Any replacement drawing sheet must be identified in the top 
margin as "Replacement Sheet" and include all of the figures appearing on the 
immediate prior version of the sheet, even though only one figure may be amended. 
The figure or figure number of the amended drawing(s) must not be labeled as 
"amended." If the changes to the drawing figure(s) are not accepted by the examiner, 
applicant will be notified of any required corrective action in the next Office action. No 
further drawing submission will be required, unless applicant is notified. 

Identifying indicia, if provided, should include the title of the invention, inventor's name, 
and application number, or docket number (if any) if an application number has not 
been assigned to the application. If this information is provided, it must be placed on the 
front of each sheet and centered within the top margin. 

Annotated Drawing Sheets 

A marked-up copy of any amended drawing figure, including annotations indicating the 
changes made, may be submitted or required by the examiner. The annotated drawing 
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sheets must be clearly labeled as "Annotated Marked-up Drawings" and accompany the 
replacement sheets. 

Timing of Corrections 

Applicant is required to submit acceptable corrected drawings within the time period set 
in the Office action. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). Failure to take corrective action within the set 
period will result in ABANDONMENT of the application. 

If corrected drawings are required in a Notice of Allowability (PTOL-37), the new 
drawings MUST be filed within the THREE MONTH shortened statutory period set for 
reply in the "Notice of Allowability." Extensions of time may NOT be obtained under the 
provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136 for filing the corrected drawings after the mailing of a Notice 
of Allowability. 



6. The drawings are objected to as failing to comply with 37 CFR 1 .84(p)(5) 
because they include the following reference character(s) not mentioned in the 
description: 100 and 110 (see Fig. 1). Corrected drawing sheets, or amendment to the 
specification to add the reference character(s) in the description, are required in reply to 
the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. Any amended replacement 
drawing sheet should include all of the figures appearing on the immediate prior version 
of the sheet, even if only one figure is being amended. The replacement sheet(s) 
should be labeled "Replacement Sheet" in the page header (as per 37 CFR 1.84(c)) so 
as not to obstruct any portion of the drawing figures. If the changes are not accepted by 
the examiner, the applicant will be notified and informed of any required corrective 
action in the next Office action. The objection to the drawings will not be held in 
abeyance. 

7. The drawings are objected to as failing to comply with 37 CFR 1 .84(p)(5) 
because they do not include the following reference character(s) mentioned in the 
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description: 400 (see, e.g., page 10, line 8), 420 (see, e.g., page 10, line 5) and 430 
(see, e.g., page 10, line 8). Corrected drawing sheets, or amendment to the 
specification to delete the reference character(s) in the description, are required in reply 
to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. Any amended replacement 
drawing sheet should include all of the figures appearing on the immediate prior version 
of the sheet, even if only one figure is being amended. The replacement sheet(s) 
should be labeled "Replacement Sheet" in the page header (as per 37 CFR 1.84(c)) so 
as not to obstruct any portion of the drawing figures. If the changes are not accepted by 
the examiner, the applicant will be notified and informed of any required corrective 
action in the next Office action. The objection to the drawings will not be held in 



8. Applicant is reminded of the proper language and format for an abstract of the 
disclosure. 

The abstract should be in narrative form and generally limited to a single 
paragraph on a separate sheet within the range of 50 to 150 words. It is important that 
the abstract not exceed 150 words in length since the space provided for the abstract 
on the computer tape used by the printer is limited. The form and legal phraseology 
often used in patent claims, such as "means" and "said," should be avoided. The 
abstract should describe the disclosure sufficiently to assist readers in deciding whether 
there is a need for consulting the full patent text for details. 

The language should be clear and concise and should not repeat information 
given in the title. It should avoid using phrases which can be implied, such as, "The 
disclosure concerns," "The disclosure defined by this invention," "The disclosure 
describes," etc. 



abeyance. 



Specification 
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9. The abstract of the disclosure is objected to because of undue length and the 
inclusion of legal phraseology. Correction is required. See MPEP § 608.01(b). 

1 0. Applicant is reminded of the proper content of the disclosure, more specifically, 

the content of the summary. 

Brief Summary of the Invention : See MPEP § 608.01 (d). A brief summary or 
general statement of the invention as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .73. The summary is 
separate and distinct from the abstract and is directed toward the invention rather than 
the disclosure as a whole. The summary may point out the advantages of the invention 
or how it solves problems previously existent in the prior art (and preferably indicated in 
the Background of the Invention). In chemical cases it should point out in general terms 
the utility of the invention. If possible, the nature and gist of the invention or the 
inventive concept should be set forth. Objects of the invention should be treated briefly 
and only to the extent that they contribute to an understanding of the invention. 



1 1 . The summary is objected to because of the inclusion of legal phraseology (see, 
eg., page 6, line 8 to page 8, line 3. 

12. The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: 

On page 6, line 5, the phrase "cannot be passed each other" is recited. This 
phrase is unclear. 

On page 8, line 21, change "process" to -processes--. 
Appropriate correction is required. See 37 CFR 1 .71 . 



Claim Objections 

1 3. Claim 8 is objected to because of the following informalities: 

In claim 8, line 3, insert -of- between "selection" and "its". Appropriate correction is 

required. See 37 CFR 1 .75. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 



The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form 
the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 



14. Claims 1, 2, and 5-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
U.S. Patent No. 5,961 ,623 to James, et al. ("James"). 

With regard to claims 1 and 2, James discloses a method of preventing net 
update oscillation of a bus bridge by competing net update messages, including: (a) 
receiving on a first portal of said bus bridge a first net update message from a first 
coordinator on a first bus; (b) receiving on a second portal of said bus bridge a second 
net update message from a second coordinator on a second bus before said first net 
update message has been processed by said first portal of said bus bridge; (c) selecting 
and processing by the bridge of one of the first and second net update messages as a 
surviving net update message, and discarding the other of the first and second net 
update messages; and (d) updating clan information so that both the first and second 
portal contains clan information of the surviving net update message (see generally, 
column 1 1 , line 24 to column 1 6, line 29). 

With regard to claims 5-7, James discloses the method where the net update 
message being received first in time is selected in step (c) (column 12, lines 52-67). 
James also discloses the method where the bridge includes one Central Processing 
Unii (CPU), and the net update message found first by the CPU is selected in step (c) 



States. 
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as the surviving net update message, and the method where the bridge includes a 
multiple Central Processing Unit (CPU) configuration, and the net update message that 
is first reported by one CPU to at least one other CPU in the multiple CPU configuration 
is selected in step (c) as the surviving net update message (see generally, Fig. 8 and 
the accompanying text). 

With regard to claims 8 and 9, James discloses the method where a 
configuration of the first portal and second portal of the bridge designates one of the first 
portal and the second portal for selection of its net update message in step (c) to be 
designated as the surviving net update message (column 12, lines 52-67), and the 
method where the net update message selected in step (c) as the surviving net update 
message is selected by prime selection criteria according to IEEE1 394.1 draft standard, 
except that the bridge does not edit any update messages (column 6, lines 27-36). 

Therefore, James reads on the invention as claimed. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

15. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

16. Claims 1-4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being obvious over the 
Admitted Prior Art ("APA") in view of U.S. Patent No. 6,751 ,697 to Shima, et al. 



("Shima"). 
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The applied reference has a common inventor with the instant application. 
Based upon the earlier effective U.S. filing date of the reference, it constitutes prior art 
only under 35 U.S.C. 102(e). This rejection under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) might be overcome 
by: (1) a showing under 37 CFR 1.132 that any invention disclosed but not claimed in 
the reference was derived from the inventor of this application and is thus not an 
invention "by another"; (2) a showing of a date of invention for the claimed subject 
matter of the application which corresponds to subject matter disclosed but not claimed 
in the reference, prior to the effective U.S. filing date of the reference under 37 CFR 
1 .131 ; or (3) an oath or declaration under 37 CFR 1 .130 stating that the application and 
reference are currently owned by the same party and that the inventor named in the 
application is the prior inventor under 35 U.S.C. 104, together with a terminal disclaimer 
in accordance with 37 CFR 1 .321(c). For applications filed on or after November 29, 
1999, this rejection might also be overcome by showing that the subject matter of the 
reference and the claimed invention were, at the time the invention was made, owned 
by the same person or subject to an obligation of assignment to the same person. See 
MPEP § 706.02(l)(1) and § 706.02(l)(2). 

With regard to claims 1 and 2, the APA discloses a method of preventing net 
update oscillation of a bus bridge by competing net update messages, including: 
receiving on a first portal of said bus bridge a first net update message from a first 
coordinator on a first bus (Fig. 1 , item 120); and receiving on a second portal of said bus 
bridge a second net update message from a second coordinator on a second bus 
before said first net update message has been processed by said first portal of said bus 
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bridge (Fig. 1, item 130). With regard to claims 3 and 4, the APA discloses the method 
where a reset of the first bus and second bus is initiated (Fig. 1 , items 1 1 0 and 140). 

The APA does not expressly disclose: selecting and processing by the bridge of 
one of the first and second net update messages as a surviving net update message, 
and discarding the other of the first and second net update messages; and updating 
clan information so that both the first and second portal contains clan information of the 
surviving net update message. 

Shima discloses selecting and processing by the bridge of one of the first and 
second net update messages as a surviving net update message, and discarding the 
other of the first and second net update messages; and updating clan information so 
that both the first and second portal contains clan information of the surviving net 
update message (see generally, column 16, lines 27-45). 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to combine Shima with the APA. The suggestion or motivation for doing 
so would have been to ensure that the messages pass through all portals, in a non- 
deadlocking fashion, before being discarded (column 16, lines 43-45). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Shima with the APA to obtain 
the invention as specified in claims 1-4. 

Conclusion 

1 7. A shortened statutory period for reply is set to expire THREE MONTHS from the 
mailing date of this communication. Extensions of time may be available under the 
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provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply 
expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Donna K. Mason whose telephone number is (703) 305- 
1887. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday, 8:30am - 5:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Mark H. Rinehart can be reached on (703) 305-4815. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703- 
872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



DKM 




